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Abstract 
This project analyses the role that the UN Security Council played in the Iraqi war in 2003. 
We perceive a problem in the UN council and its organs and their mission on Iraq war 
2003.  This is because the misconception of UN and its councils on Iraq’s weapon of mass 
destruction (WMD) has led to consequences in Iraq today. We believe the intervention 
made by the Security council to find out the underlying truth of the perceived production of   
WMD BY Iraq, should have been dealt with properly. This would have prevented the United 
States of America (USA) from invading Iraq just because they felt threatened. In the 
historical context, we will address the history of UN, by analyzing documents from UN 
website archives and gain information about how UN Security Council is build and works as 
an organ to safeguard peace. We analyze and discuss these issues presented in the first 
section that have led to problems in Iraq today.   Further we will address this by looking at 
how it has been discussed in literature from 2002 to 2003. An analysis of the unfinished 
work of the UN peacekeeping mission in Iraq will be included and a discussion about the 
main major organs of the UN, how they work as members. In explaining more of this, we 
will look at the UN and Iraq, we will look at the P5 and their way of recognizing the 
council’s value as an instrument in the way they work effectively.   
Basically, our main focus is on UN and its Security Council and the objectives of its 5 major 
members.   We will address the historical background and policy of   France, china and 
Russia.  The focus on these three members will help us analyze how they acted against Iraq 
war 2003 and their motives behind peaceful relation in the international world.  In the end 
we will argue on the justification of Iraq on the part of USA.  This will help us to analyze, 
whether UN played their role as an actor or was just a Lens of an arena. 
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1. Introduction 
 
We understand from the UN charter article 23 that the UN and its security council consist 
of fifteen members, in which China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom, and United State 
shall be the veto powers.  1According to Heywood (2012), the expansive and complex UN as 
an organization   is indeed describe as such, due to its complex ways of dealing with 
international agenda.  However, it has also resulted to conflict ridden in which scholars 
claim that its “doomed” to inefficiency (460).   The reason has been that, the UN deals with 
two organs which make it hybrid body, Security Council and the general assembly.   
According to the UN charter 2, article 12, the purpose of the UN and its council is to 
maintain international peace and security.  In that they have responsibility of effective 
collective measures to prevent and remove any kind of threats to promote peaceful way to 
international law and any situation which must lead to breach of peace.  Also, they are 
there as an organization to develop friendly relations among state for effective equal right3.  
Further, UN charter claims that UN and its council have to ensure co-operation in solving 
international problems. In that there should be cooperation among members of the organs 
that forms UN to solve international problems to strengthen peace among states.   
Accordance to Article 1 and 2 of the chapter 1, all member acts on principles to ensure 
peace among them in dealing with peace and security.   According to principle 3, 4 and 5 it 
can be argue that: 
                                                          
1
 http://www.un.org/en/sc/members/ 
2
 http://www.un.org/en/sc/about/functions.shtml 
3
 http://www.un.org/en/sc/about/functions.shtml 
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1. All Members shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means in such a 
manner that international peace and security, and justice, are not endangered. 
2. All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of 
force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state, or in any 
other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations. 
3. All Members shall give the United Nations every assistance in any action it takes in 
accordance with the present Charter, and shall refrain from giving assistance to any 
state against which the United Nations is taking preventive or enforcement action(UN 
chater2,)4 
The UN is thus around the competing concern, where it has to accept the realities of its 
great powers when taking decisions.  The great powers are significant in the Security 
Council as a body, and they are dominated by the P5 (that is the permanent veto powers) 
the USA, Russia, China, the UK and France.  (Heywood, 2012:463).    The question is who 
ensure peace and security in the council?  In interpretive way, we will address and analyse 
the 5 major members and throw more emphasis on the significant in the council based on 
the UN resolution. 
2. Approach to the Problem 
 
In this project, we think it is therefore time to review the political issues that has been over 
the years in connection to the Iraq war.  We will discuss the role of international 
organisation such as UN and it Security Council and Iraq war.  We have decided to 
specifically work on the UN council.  That is the members of the Security Council.  However, 
we will analyse and interpret the UN resolution in lens of power and liberal way of solving 
international problems according to the UN Resolution.  We will look at the problem in the 
lens of other scholar’s research and data.   Then our qualitative form of research will help 
                                                          
4 http://www.un.org/en/documents/charter/chapter2.shtml 
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the project brief what researchers need to know about the intention and the perspectives 
of our problem 
3. Research Question 
 
Our qualitative form of research will be reflective and interrogative process in developing 
effective qualitative research questions which can give direction to our problem.  Our 
research questions will be based on on-going process of Questioning in Iraq war 2003 and 
the role of Security Council.  According to Aqee (2009), recent form of qualitative research 
has “moved to the researcher participants in the process of inquiry, in that those affected 
with the problems are involved in the process of investigation” (432).  Given this form of 
development the project is focus on questions which in a way give an intellectual curiosity 
which is on-going in recent era. 
4. Problem Formulation 
HOW COULD 5 MEMBERS OF THE UN COUNCIL AGREE ON LIBERAL WAY OF SOLVING 
IRAQ WAR 2002 – 2003 BUT TWO BYPASSED IT? 
 
4.1. Sub questions 
 
1.  Why did the three major members of the UN Security Council state uphold Iraq 
war? 
2. How successful was the UN role after two permanent members   of the council 
went against it? 
3. How justifying was the USA interpretation in Iraq war 2003? 
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5. Research Methodology 
The methodology aspect of the project will look into the research strategy and approach, 
the underlining viewpoint  of the project, the research methods applied for data collection, 
models and the research processes this project has been through.  
5.1. Research Strategy and Approach 
The two main approaches to structure the research for any report are the Inductive 
research approach and the Deductive research approach. 
5.1.1. Inductive Approach 
Aaccording to Bryman and Bell (2011), inductive approach is the most common view of the 
nature of the relationship between theory and research (Page 11) 
 Inductive research approach is define as a way in which  researcher begins his or her 
research by collecting data and making specific observations for their field of interest and 
then makes generalizations to come out with a theory based on the collected data. This 
research approach is mostly referred to as the “bottom-up research”.  (Neuman, 2006) 
5.1.2. Deductive Approach 
Deductive approach on the other hand is where a researcher begins a research with a 
theory and sets a hypothesis. The researcher then collects data to prove his hypothesis, 
reviews all the findings made with keen consideration for the validity.  
The researcher then revises his theory as necessary this type of research approach is also 
most often referred to as “top-down research”. (Bryman&Bell, 2011). 
Deductive research approach begins with a more general perspective and the works 
through to a more specific one. 
Given that the purpose of this thesis is to analyse the role of the UN Security Council in the 
Iraq war, and the interpretation of the USA justification to attack Iraq, this project will 
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follow the deductive research structure where the researchers make their findings based 
on theories constructed by other scholars. 
5.2. Desk study and Case study 
The two most widely accepted approaches to conducting a study are; a case study where a 
specific company or event is investigated through the collection and analysis of primary 
data and a desk study; where secondary data is used exclusively to challenge a hypothesis.  
This project will employ the desk study method. This is because all data collection are 
secondary were we researched books and mostly on the internet to analyze findings made 
by other scholars and researchers. When using a desk study for research, it is very 
important to consider the validity and the reliability of the data one gathers most especially 
from the internet. For that matter various types of approaches should be used in desk study 
to arrive at a concrete result. 
 
5.3. Quantitative and Qualitative Research 
5.3.1. Quantitative research 
Quantitative research deals with various analyses of data collected through questionnaires, 
polls and surveys. It relies on numerical data collection or gathering and making a 
generalization across groups of people and also to explain or give meaning to a particular 
occurrence.5 
Quantitative research has been criticized generally by many because of the following 
reasons  
• Quantitative researchers fail to distinguish people and social institutions from the 
world of nature 
                                                          
5
 http://libguides.usc.edu/content.php?pid=83009&sid=615867 
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• The measurement process possesses an artificial and spurious sense of precision 
and accuracy  
• The reliance on instruments and procedures hinders the connection between 
research and everyday life  
• The analysis of relationships between variables creates a static view of social life 
that is independent of people's lives (Bryman&Bell, 2011) 
5.3.2. Qualitative research 
Qualitative research is geared towards an in-depth understanding into the way human 
beings behave. In other words it is based on analysing in-depth into problems and people 
in general.  Methods used in qualitative research or qualitative data include all forms of 
interviews, open questionnaires and observations. (Bryman&Bell, 2011, p. 407) 
General criticisms of qualitative research include the following 
 Qualitative research is too subjective. This is because there is an unstructured 
research question and this affects the reliability of the data collection too. 
  There is lack of transparency and problems with stereotyping because general 
conclusions are based on small samples. (Bryman&Bell, 2011, p. 408) 
There are also some advantages of this type of research method such as: 
 In-depth examination of phenomenon, which is the ability to take a critical look into 
a problem to come out with a concrete reason surrounding a particular problem.  
 Examines complex questions that can be impossible with quantitative research 
 Explore new areas of research and also build up new theories.6 
The researcher thus believe that the advantages involved in using this type of research 
supersedes its criticisms and that is why this method of research is preferred more than 
the quantitative method 
                                                          
6
 http://www.okstate.edu/ag/agedcm4h/academic/aged5980a/5980/qualrsch/QUALRSCH/sld009.htm 
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5.4. Reliability and Validity  
Reliability simply means how quality a collected data is and also how consistent using 
different forms of a measure will produce the same result. 
Reliability in the other words is using multiple of sources to come out with a concrete 
finding. This means that it is not suitable to use only one source but rather using more 
sources. 
 This leads to triangulation where greater data reliability is focused on by collecting 
information from at least three different sources which are observation, surveys and 
interviews. (Mark Saunders, 2009, p. 146) Validity is about whether the research measures 
what it is supposed to measure. An accurate interpretation will depend on how valid a test 
is. 
Validity and reliability are very important in this research because there are different data 
to be collected and they have to be valid and also reliable for proper analysis.  
5.5. Primary and Secondary Data 
Primary data is when the data collected is by the researcher himself or herself. Some 
examples of primary data may include observations from the field of survey, speeches 
made by people and captured by the researcher, diaries, documents and interviews.  
 
Secondary data collection is when the researcher is using data which has already been 
collected and compiled by someone else. It is extremely important to take into 
consideration what motivated the author of the collected data and the underlying objective 
of the author when using this kind of data for your analysis. This is to make sure data 
collection was not influenced by some bias considerations.  
This project uses both primary only secondary data which was collected through books and 
on the internet. 
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The researchers hope that the secondary data collected will help to analyse the research 
question under review very well. 
 
5.6. Literature Search 
The research strategy for literature is to generate keywords which are very relevant to the 
research questions. For example UN, resolution, Security Council, USA and other important 
words to the research question under review. Considering the fact that there are so many 
information’s on the topic under review on the internet, internet sources must be viewed 
with a particular care, and the application of triangulation should be of great concern by 
comparing data gather with other sources since search engines only finds websites but 
does not evaluate them.  More comparisons should be made before choosing data for 
analysis. 
When external sources and resources are used, it will be important to consider the motives 
and objectives of the authors and publishers to be sure that the information put forward is 
valid and reliable.  
5.7. Empirical  Findings 
 
Our choice of literature is research from academic documented essays, data and articles 
from international security publish, and other academic journals such as Europeans 
security journal, Security journal, and many more, which have rich information on all 
aspect of the control and use of force in international peace and security affairs.  Base on its 
contemporary articles which give significant information on policy, historical and 
theoretical information, we have decided to make our research based on their data to 
analyse and explain our research question. 
Our main data will be evident from documented books, scholarly articles, media reports, 
U.N. reports and resolutions, national court decisions, and government and NGO reports. 
Araba Biney-Amissah and  Medya Ozvan 
16 
 
 
 
6. Models and Theories 
The theoretical approach of this project will be qualitative form of research, where we will 
base on inductive form of reasoning to analyse our project.   
Our theoretical context of this project will evolve round the classical theories of 
international relation.  We will base on this approach to address the problems of 
international relation which is significant in recent era.  Through our theoretical approach 
we will address different views on realist thought and examine its implication when 
looking at Iraq war.   
7. Historical Content 
In the historical context, we would like to go in-depth into the meaning of our focus.  We 
would like to brief the history behind every keyword we use in the project.  For example, in 
this project, we want to give history behind UN, Iraq war 2002 to 2003, UN resolution, the 
5Ps and many more to get general understand of our keyword used in this project. 
7.1. UN after the Second World War 
 
The idea of UN was born in the painful days of the Second World War. When millions of 
people we’re dying, millions more had become displaced, cities laying ruins, world leaders, 
who had 
Joined hands to stop the war strongly felt the need for a mechanism that would help bring 
peace and stop future wars. They realized that this was possible only if all nations worked 
together through a Global Organization. The UN was to be the organization. Peace keeping 
emerged primarily as a response to the failure of Security Council to enforce peace” 
(Kaushik & Aggarwal, 2005, page 117). 
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After the Second World War, there was the need for nations and states to merge as a 
collaborative to take action against war and also to prevent war happening between states.  
Therefore, the United States came up with a plan to enable the General Assembly to take 
action whenever the Security Council was not able to enforce peace. This act was lack of 
agreement among the permanent members’ states that was then “uniting” for “resolution”. 
Therefore, the General Assembly stood firm from 3rd November 1950 based on the plan of 
the United States who “highlighted the need for collective resistance to aggression”(ibid. 
page 118). 
The UN is probably the most significant international organization that emerges so far. This 
organization was established in San Francisco conference in 1945. It is among the truly 
world organization created with 192 membership states and still counting. Which mean 
most state still see the need to join due to it significance and good impact it has on it 
members. The main aim of UN as suggested by its founding Charter is: 
“to safeguard peace and security in order to save succeeding generations from the scourge 
of war” 
“to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights” 
“to uphold respect for international law” 
“to promote social progress and better standards of life” (Heywood, 2011,435). 
“Basically, as part of UN’s aims to safeguard peace and security in order to save succeeding 
“generations from the scourge of war” (Heywood 2012, p. 435) will be the main point in 
which this project will seek to address to answer our working questions. 
The UN was created to build and maintain a more peaceful world, which had been plagued 
by many wars and armed conflicts. The Second Gulf War against the government of Saddam 
Hussein of the allied forces led by the United States never received mandate from the UN 
Security Council. This makes the case more controversial, because US liberal policy on Iraq 
has changed the entire infrastructure of Iraq today. UN stopped to interfere directly with 
Iraq, provoking withdrawal of UN bodies from Iraq. This case is controversial, because the 
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US-led invasion and removal of Saddam Hussein, questions if the US war in Iraq ever a legal 
military action.  It is significant to be aware of that UN and USA are much related to each 
other in this case because UN clearly was built on an American vision of world order. What 
does this now mean towards UN? Does it mean a total reconstruction of the UN ideal and 
vision of world order or total withdrawal from US influence? 
This mission has been confronted with many challenges afterwards. The continuities of 
structural changes in the system of Iraq, questions upon if the war ever ends or will still 
continue to be affected by foreign organizations? We intend to address this problem to look 
at to what extent UN Security Council has fulfilled it role to maintain peace and to promote 
international relation among state in the global world. 
 
7.2. ORGANS OF UN 
The UN origins of the UN was created during the war itself (Heywood, 2012, p. 443) this 
Emergence was alliance of 26 states who assured themselves to defeat axis powers through 
“declaration of United Nation in 1942. USA took the role as a leader in favour of the UN in 
the later part of the Gulf war. At the heart of UN it’s seen as the mix of two bodies, the 
Security Council and the General Assembly. The Security Council is the most significant 
body who are responsible for the main maintenance of international peace and it’s 
dominated by the P-5 as USA, Russia, china, Great Britain and France. The General 
Assembly on the other hand is the “deliberative body that represents all members of the 
UN equally” (ibidi page 444). The UN works with five bodies the UN Security Council, the 
General Assembly, The Secretariats, Economic and Social Council, Trusteeship Council and 
International Court of Justice. These bodies have the responsibility in the organization. 
However, the UN Security Council and General Assembly makes the entirely body of UN, 
whiles the secretariat consist of the UN family which is also responsible for  
“Sprawling range of funds, agencies and programs that is responsible, at least in theory, to 
the Economic and Social Council” (Heywood, 2012, 439) 
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7.3. UN Security Council and perception of peacekeeping  
 The Security Council decides procedures of political interfering in specific cases. According 
to the UN Security Council, it is responsible for the maintenance of international peace. The 
Security Council role as maintaining peace globally is described in following: 
“The Security Council takes the lead in determining the existence of a threat to the peace or 
act of aggression. It calls upon the parties to a dispute to settle it by peaceful means and 
recommends methods of adjustment or terms of settlement“.7  
Furthermore the Security Council determines resolutions, which are laws about 
implementations of policies in cases. Resolutions are made in the Security Council through 
a voting system that requires affirmative vote of minimum 9 member states, before the 
decision and procedure can be implemented or accepted. There are 15 members of the 
Security Council and to implement a procedure, there has to be an affirmative vote of 
minimum 9 member states (UN). Few member states have a special advantage in the voting 
system of UN. It is China, France, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), the United 
Kingdom and the United States, because they were the founding members of the UN (P-5). 
They have advantage in the voting system. They have been given a special voting power 
known as “the right to veto” for a permanent membership in the UN and maintaining peace 
and security in the world. “The right to veto” voting power makes a decision non approved 
if one of the permanent member states cast a negative vote in the 15 member Security 
Council based on the conditions due to Council Resolution Article 51. In article 51, which 
we will discuss in later chapters, the law in UN Security Council states: 
“Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective 
self-defence if an armed attack occurs against a Member of the United Nations, until the 
                                                          
7
 http://www.un.org/en/documents/charter/chapter7.shtml 
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Security Council has taken measures necessary to maintain international peace and 
security.” (UN: Article 51, Chapter VII)8 
7.4. Iraq War 2003 
The Gulf War was precipitated by the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait in August 1990. The UN 
Security Council subsequently condemned the invasion and demanded the withdrawal of 
Iraqi troops (Resolution 660), placed economic sanctions on Iraq (Resolution 661) and set 
a deadline for Iraq’s unconditional withdrawal from Kuwait (Resolution 665). Saddam’s 
failure to comply with these resolutions led to Operation Desert Storm, a US-led military 
operation which was launched in February 1991 with the participation of 30 countries.  In 
only four days of fighting the Iraqi troops were defeated and Iraqi forces had been pushed 
back over the border. An official ceasefire was signed in April 1991, in which Saddam 
agreed to abide by all of the UN resolutions. Nevertheless, US pressure on Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq intensified after 9/11. In the context of the ‘war on terror’ (see p. 223), the 
Bush administration viewed Iraq as a member of the ‘axis of evil’. After more than a decade 
of UN sanctions, Iraq was reportedly continuing to develop weapons of mass destruction. 
In November 2002, a Security Council resolution gave Iraq a ‘final opportunity to comply 
with its disarmament obligations’ (Resolution 1441). However, attempts by the USA, the 
UK and Spain to get approval for a second Security Council resolution that more clearly 
authorized military action by highlighting Iraq’s non-compliance with Resolution 1441 
failed. In this context, the USA and a ‘coalition of the willing’ invaded Iraq in March 2003, 
although the motivations for the invasion were complex. 
Powers were defeated and states brutally weakened of those among European victories 
after World War II. To restore powers and victory, Arab nationalism threatened Europeans 
mandates in the Middle East to secure their empires in 1947. (Kaushik & Aggarwal, 2005, 
page 118-120).  From 1956, European withdraws from the Middle East. “Nationalism 
became a politics of inheritance” (ibid). The political system became a structure of 
decolonization where Independence of a state was seen as legacy. The emergence of USA 
was complicated as they were indirectly exercising powers in the Middle East. But the ties 
                                                          
8
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between Libya, Tunisia, Algeria, Egypt, Syria and Iraq espoused the boundaries of Arab 
nationalism in which state independence was maintained.  In the perspective of political 
context, Iraq played an active role during The Second World War.  The emergence of United 
States and Soviet Union in favour of “democratic freedom” heightened the position of Iraqi 
state of democratic element. The state of Iraqi trusted the new law and regulations 
restricting personal liberty trusting the war will end to promote better life in Iraq.  From 
1945, the government assured the state of peaceful country with new reforms.   From 1968 
to 2003, the ruling party in Iraq was the Ba’th (Renaissance) party with their provisional 
constitution in 1970. During those years, Iraq was confirmed as republic vested in elected 
legislature and also approved by Revolutionary command council. From 1979 to 2003, 
President Saddam Hussein exerted unlimited power in ruling, based on little reference to 
constitutional provisions in the political system. From 1980 to 1990 there were conflicts 
between Iran and Iraq. The Secretary General of UN Kurt Waldheim resolve those conflict 
between the two states in to a peaceful solution. During that war a lot of chemical weapons 
were in use.  Indeed, the war between the two states showed humanitarian catastrophes. 
The catastrophic consequences in this war showed that Iraq had power to destroy.   
7.5. International relations problems rise by Iraq war 
This part looks at issues which have raised Iraq war.  We will examine issues which has 
raised Iraq war in our understanding of International relation.  We will raise the argument 
of the realist view on power and its implications.  It will then address the problem of 
international relation in respective to Iraq war and also answer our working question:   
How could the 5  major members of the UN security council agree on liberal way of dealing 
with Iraq event, but 2 of the members strongly uphold it? 
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8. Analysis 
Our form of Analysis is based on grounded theory in which we review data collected and 
document, and code it into categories.  Through these categories we then form our new 
theory.  In the analytical approach we have tackled three sub questions, which form part of 
our research questions.  We have three questions in which we want to answer by analysing 
it.  We have two questions and an argument.   The argument is however in the form of 
question, in which we would like to answer in the argumentation way. The first question to 
tackle is: 
 
1. Why did the three major members uphold Invasion in Iraq than assisting the 
other two members to take action against Iraq? 
8.1. Chapter 1 
Chapter 1 answers our first sub question. 
 
8.1.1. Interpretation of the 3 major states (France, China and Russia) 
According to Yaphe (2001), we understand that United State and United Kingdom play 
significant role in the contribution of the deaths of Iraq after the Iraq war (page 127-8).    In 
that International control strategy on Iraq today is proving difficult to maintain.  However, 
the differences are sharp among the five permanent members of the UN Security Council, 
the United Kingdom, United State, France, Russia and China.  In the latter, the Islamist 
critics on the Iraq disaster whiles coalition scholars continue to share the view of the US 
that Iraq has not comply with the UN Security Council resolutions on its Weapon on mass 
destructions (128)  Russia, France and China, however, claim against the sanction on Iraqi.   
 
France and its protective look in the international relation 
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France believes that: 
Sanctions ... are oppressive,  ineffectual, and dangerous: oppressive because they punish only 
the Iraqi people and the weakest among them, ineffectual because they have no effect on the 
regime and do not encourage it to cooperate, and dangerous because they in still in the 
sanctions generation feelings of revenge, a generation that knows only war deprivation. 
Sanctions are intensifying the disintegration of Iraqi society and the implications of that are 
dangerous for the country’s social unity… for its stability and for the region (Yahpe, 
2001:129). 
In fact, there was confusion as to how to comply with disarmament.  There was varied of 
opinions as to comply with UNSC inspectors for the WMD.  First, to which resolution should 
Iraq comply?  All resolutions? As in the case of United State and UK in the UNSC resolution 
which say Iraq has to satisfy UNSCOM and the IAEA that it’s no longer possess any weapons 
as the US and UK claims?  Ideally, no state will comply with something that does not exist.  
The idea was to get rid of Iraq with its WMD issue and to change the government in power 
(ibid: 129-130).  
Further,  France has been fleeting look on the part of liberal internationalism.  Indeed, 
France has been the protective type in the sense of national magnificence on the world 
stage.   France has best and  significant foreign policy which is almost similar to United 
States but without military, economic and political powers presented by its government 
President Charlse de Gaull, in the 60s and 70s (Deudney & Maull, 2011:120).    The 
significant of the France foreign policy claims on the important of the UN in general and its 
security council and also, the policy has tried to promote as part of Organisation 
Internationale de la Francophonie to bridge cooperation in terms of French speaking in a 
project.  As part of France liberal ways of promoting international peace and security, they 
have also tried to solve conflict in the Middle East.  France than any other country in the 
globe has played a significant role to cultivate aspiration to play the role of a great – power 
as compared to Unite State, United Kingdom, Russia and China (ibid) 
Russia and it mode of supportive  
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Iraq and Russia has had a close relationship, which started out ideologically, because they 
shared same ideology. Because of Russia’s anti-American policy Russia has close 
strategically relationship to Iran, South Korea and China. Russian Foreign Minister Sergey 
Lavrov has stated that the Iraq war and the US-invasion made a huge threat to 
international security” This is an illustration of the complete failure of the adventure that 
was started by the US and the UK and has now spiralled out of control completely (…) We 
express our solidarity with the Iraqi authorities, the Iraqi people who should restore peace 
and security in their country, but the actions of our Western partners raise a lot of 
questions.” (Thedailystar.com, 2014) 
 
Dr. Blank from the Strategic Studies Institute states that Russia is anti-American and that 
Russia is driven more towards Asia” Russia views the West as an adversary. Thinking of 
Russia as simply following a national interest is misconceived; their ideology is that an 
integrated Europe threatens the ‘Russian empire’ and geopolitical balance of power…When 
it comes to missile defence and democracy promotion, the US is seen as an adversary, 
seeking to impose a unilateral order. Russia accuses the US and NATO of not thinking 
through the consequences of their actions. ” (Blank, 2012, p. 2) 
China and multilateralism system of power 
Recently, china is supporting the UN peace with largest UN peace forces out of all the 
permanent five members in the Security Council. (P5) (Hirono & Lanteigne, 2011:243-244).  
China, however, has been contributing personnel as at 2004 to supply peacekeeping 
funding to enhance the peacekeeping functions.  In 2003, China went beyond it role by 
participating in traditional peacekeeping.  China has been springier in dealing with issues 
on sovereignty under the chapter of VII of the UN charter.  Indeed, China’s peacekeeping is 
motivated by the mode of multilateralism instead of unilateral as in the case of US.  
According to Hirono and Lanteigne (2011) china’s government has adopted the 
multilateralism in support of its foreign policy.  And also, integrate into multilateral 
institutions, in which it has accepted the rules and norms of the institution.  In fact, scholars 
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is in recent era is the debate on China’s rise in reshaping international order and rules and 
norms of the multilateral institutions. 
8.2. Chapter 2 
This chapter seek to answer our second working question: 
1. How successful was the UN role after two permanent members   of the council 
went against it? 
8.2.1. UN role after the 5 permanent members division 
According to National security archive report on 2002 to 2003 case of the Iraq war 
involving the UN and US invasion in Iraq, It has been objective to reintegrate the law – 
binding system in Iraq, which threatened its neighbours since 1991 in the global 
community. Despite sanction, US assumed that Iraq continued to produce WMD. Even 
though UN sanctioned Iraq fields to disarm Iraq, Saddam Hussein still remained on the 
power in Iraq for several more years. Saddam was still sitting on power in Iraq 12 years 
later when the terror attack on two World Trade Centre Towers on September 11 2001 
happened in USA. Bush administration ever since were trying to build a consensus on 
attacking Iraq, offering various rationales to invade Baghdad and has been trying to 
connect the terror attack September 11 2001 on Iraq, because Saddam, Bush insists, has 
been exporting terrorism in conjunction with Al-Qaeda, and has been developing nuclear 
weapons, and repressed his own people. Because Saddam used WMD in the past, there was 
a huge possibility that he could use it again if he felt threatened by neighbours. Saddam’ 
brutal regime has been the kind of regimes who was in power by then and destabilizes 
Arab and the entire Islamic community. 
In 2002, there was international pressure on Iraq of inspectors intensified, and also 
President Bush demanded disarmament of Iraq. The Security Council has long requested 
Iraq to accept the return of weapon inspectors by the UN Monitoring Verification and 
inspection Commission and International Atomic Energy Agency. There was a new 
resolution after the demand for Inspection and this offered Iraq the final statement to 
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conform to these disarmament obligations (ibidi). Inspection continued from December 
2002 and the then Government of Iraq provided a declaration in responding to the 
resolution 1441. Inspections continued and the two councils (UNMOVIC and IAEA) 
responsible, regularly met to discuss on the situation in Iraq (ibidi).  Following this, the 
United States secretary of state, Colin Powell, prompted the Councils on the United States 
views on the Iraq not conforming to disarmament. Base on this the Councils held many 
debates on the Ministerial level based on the situation so the views of the people will be 
heard. This liberal form of debate by the council was conducted in many Council centres in 
order to discuss whether “Iraq cooperation was adequate or there should be more time 
given to the inspection” (ibidi). However, Permanent Representatives (United Kingdom, 
Great Britain, United States, and Spain) wrote to the council a draft of resolution on Iraq 
failure to comply to the “final opportunity afforded to them in resolution 1441”. Intensive 
debate was held and France, Germany and Russian report a memorandum advising 
inspections to be continued and strengthened. Throughout March 2002, the council that is 
UNMOVIC spread a list of unresolved disarmament issues. Sponsors started drifting away 
from the draft resolution. 
“On 17 March, the sponsors announced that they would not proceed to a vote on their draft 
resolution. On the same day, after consulting the Council, the Secretary-General announced 
the withdrawal of United Nations personnel from Iraq” (Refworld, 2003: 8-10).   
This went beyond imagination, when the Permanent Representatives of the UK and the 
Northern Ireland, the United States and Australia prompted the UN Security council to 
commerce the war against Iraq. That is the military action against Iraq. (Ibid) The UN 
Security Council didn’t heed to their request and this lead united ‘States invasion into Iraq 
and war against them.  The significance role of the UNSC involvement in Iraq war can be 
determined in different ways.  The first way can be that the Republican administration 
didn’t recognize the fact that International institution such as the UNSC was dealing with 
peace and security issues. The UNSC reluctance on the issue of the inspection made US 
suspicious on the issue. “Such a stance was much influenced by the ‘neo-conservative’ 
current that pervades American foreign policy thinking under the Bush presidency”. Based 
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on this instance, US showed little concern on UN considerations when UN route could have 
had impact on the inspection issues. 
The UN role in dealing with peace and security in Iraq was not considered favourable.  The 
argument was that the UNSC was not seen as capable body to “legitimizing the resort to 
force”. According to Tardy (2007) he claim that the UN acted in the realist view without 
agreeing to the US policy to invade US (page 598). As the result to this: 
“There was also a general fear that the UN route could be counterproductive due to 
expected obstruction from France and Russia at the Security Council, as well as limitations 
regarding regime Change that any new resolution would entail. This does not mean that the 
UN had to be set aside from the outset, but it was certainly not a Channel to be given 
priority.”  The US was afraid the UN would use different means in their decision on the war 
due to the barrier of the US upon France and Russia in the Security Council. 
Another role that denied the UNSC role as peacekeeper in Iraq war was the progressive 
construction of the crises, which was affecting the Americans interest (Tardy, 2007, 593). 
This Iraq status as a keeper of WMD, that accordingly threatened USA, was the US tendency 
to avoid the UNSC as an institution that may constrain Americans action against Iraq (ibid). 
The more the US was preparing for battle, the less the UN was perceived in Washington as 
being a component of the battle (ibid). Indeed this can be realized that the UN Security 
Council remained seized whenever there is issue and most they are not able to propose 
new way of solving critical issues - this sometimes make them powerless. This can be 
confirmed by Tardy who claim that: From September 2002 until the outbreak of the war on 
20 March 2003, the involved states unanimously accepted the UN as the primary forum of 
state action, be it at the political level through the Security Council or on the ground with 
the inspection regime. In early February 2003, the ‘Letter of the Eight’ and the Statement of 
the Vilnius Group Countries were unambiguous commitments to the UN, as was the 
Statement on Iraq by the Non-Aligned Movement a few weeks later.   None of the 191 UN 
member states argued that the UN was not up to the task or should not be involved. Nor 
were the virtues of the Security Council, such as its legalizing–legitimizing power and its 
claim to embody the international community – called into question.  Such virtues were 
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precisely what convinced the United States and the UK.  This indeed makes the UN Security 
Council powerless as their role of peacekeeping.  
 
9. Argumentation 
Justifying the argument that US had their own intention on the Iraq war rather than Offensive 
view of Iraqi WMD issues. 
The argument of our project is based on the justification of USA intention in the Iraq war 
2003.  Scholars claim that the   intention behind USA as a super state to invade in Iraq can 
be puzzled?  In fact, this project explains and analyse the proof behinds the Bush 
administration behind WMD.  This indeed explains that the intention was a patchwork.   
According to Jamieson (2007), after March 2003 invasion of Iraq, the Disparity between 
pre-war intelligence report and the public case offered by Bush administration was made 
clear of the intention.  There was evidence after reviewing 19 volumes of material, holding 
close door hearings and making over sight trip to Iraq in September 2003.   A letter from 
the intelligence team available to the US on Iraq’s possession of WMD and its program and 
capabilities relating to weapons claims “the absence of proof that chemical and biological 
weapons and their related development programs had been destroyed was considered as 
proof that they exist” (Jamieson, 2007:249-250).    Reports from Press on the WMD case 
confirm that the administration responsible for that case on war did not precisely signify 
the available intelligence.  In that, after half a year US intervened in Iraq, to collapse the 
government of Saddam Hussein, the New York Times also revealed that weapons and their 
related development programs had been destroyed was considered as proof that they 
continue to exist.”1 Press reports confirmed that the administration’s case for war did not 
accurately represent the available intelligence. More than a year after the United States 
intervened militarily to topple the regime of Saddam Hussein in Iraq, the New York Times 
produced a multipage special report titled “Skewed Intelligence on Iraq Coloured the 
March to War.” Among other things the report revealed that while the vice president “said 
he knew ‘for sure’ and ‘in fact’ and ‘with absolute certainty’ that Mr. Hussein was buying 
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equipment to build a nuclear weapon,” the CIA reports were saying “evidence ‘suggested’ 
or ‘could mean’ or ‘indicates.’” In short, “[t]he intelligence community had not yet 
concluded that Iraq had indeed reconstituted its nuclear program.”2 In the run-up to the 
war, of course, the public and the press could not test the administration’s words against 
these intelligence documents. With central parts of the Bush case for intervention in Iraq 
now in tatters, it is appropriate to ask, could the country have known beforehand from the 
public statements of the Bush administration that the available evidence did not warrant 
the claim that Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass destruction? In this essay I will argue 
that the answer is yes. Moreover, I will suggest that while those making the case for 
intervention in Iraq may have “believed” that Saddam was hiding stockpiles of weapons of 
mass destruction, their rhetoric reveals that they lacked the evidence required to justify 
any of their categorical assertions that Saddam had WMD. Yet those representing the 
executive branch repeatedly made such claims: 
Rumsfeld—“We do know that the Iraqi regime has chemical and biological weapons of 
mass destruction.” 
 Powell—“When we confront a regime that harbors ambitions for regional domination, 
hides weapons of mass destruction and provides haven and active support for terrorists, 
we are not confronting the past, we are confronting the present.” 
 Powell—“We know that Saddam Hussein is determined to keep his weapons of mass 
destruction; he’s determined to make more.” 
Cheney—“He now is trying, through his illicit procurement network, to acquire the 
equipment he needs to be able to enrich uranium to make the bombs.” 
Cheney—“Simply stated, there is no doubt that Saddam Hussein now has weapons of mass 
destruction. There is no doubt he is amassing them to use against our friends, against our 
allies, and against us. And there is no doubt that his aggressive regional ambitions will lead 
him into future confrontations with his neighbors—confrontations that will involve both 
the weapons he has today, and the ones he will continue to develop with his oil wealth.” 
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Bush—“The end result is that Saddam Hussein still has chemical and biological weapons 
and is increasing his capabilities to make more. And he is moving ever closer to developing 
a nuclear weapon.” 
 Bush—“Intelligence gathered by this and other governments leaves no doubt that the Iraq 
regime continues to possess and conceal some of the most lethal weapons ever 
devised.”(Jamieson, 2007:253-5) 
Indeed, all these claims were made just to make public notice on the claims of Iraq 
possession of mass weapons.  The Bush and administration brief these claims on December 
2002, just to ascertain that they are certain of the Iraq WMD case. 
Hidden agenda on Bush verbal slips 
According to Jamieson (2007), evidence showed that the existence of the WMD was 
deceived based on: 
1) Freudian slips or verbal leakage that suggested a lack of confidence in the case and an 
intent to disarm Saddam regardless of the evidence;  
(2) Refusing to accept the burden of proof and shifting it to Saddam Hussein while making it 
impossible for him to assume it;  
(3) Carefully crafted language minimizing Bush’s accountability for the evidence;  
(4) Suggesting that conclusive evidence existed but couldn’t be revealed; and  
(5) Concessions that the case was a patchwork.  
Firstly, the leakage can be evidence from the backtracking of Condoleezza Rice, who 
September 2002 made a report on Iraq case, hat “the fact is that – they didn’t- we don’t 
believe that they destroyed them all” (Jamison, 2007:252).  At the end, she shifted her 
speech to administration, where she said, “Iraq has a history of lying about everything” this 
indeed makes the claims “non -falsification”.  Also report on General Tommy Franks also 
claims evidence on verbal report that, “the issue is not whether the source of the 
intelligence information was telling the truth but the truth”  and he concluded with this 
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verbal statement that, “but whether the George Tenet, Powell and President Bush believed 
that the information was true, I believe they did.  I know I did” (ibid:252).   
The Question is what confirmed that the WMD was legal or illegal?  Based on the post and 
pre- invasion evidence, the ideology behind the case was valid.  Because evidence from 
them confirmed that the” aluminum tubes Iraq was trying to purchase were not components 
central to a centrifuge used for nuclear enrichment but rather were meant for conventional 
rocket launchers”(Jamieson,2007: 253-4).    Also, an evidence from the Bush statement on 
2003 state of Union address, which revealed that the weapon was illegal and that: 
The United States will ask the U.N. Security Council to convene on February the 5th to 
consider the facts of Iraq’s ongoing defiance of the world. Secretary of State Powell will 
present information and intelligence about Iraqi’s legal—Iraq’s illegal weapons programs, 
its attempt to hide those weapons from inspectors, and its links to terrorist group (Ibid: 
254) 
All evidence prove that US used forced against Iraq with UN resolutions to increase the 
authorization action against Iraq.  Bush and his Administration prove that they will 
authorize the man to disarm his weapon by the UN security demand. In that  “the 
resolution will tell the UN and all nations that America speaks with one voice and is 
determined to make the demands of the civilized world mean something”(ibid:254)  
Further, there was claims by Bush administration that “congress will send a message to the 
dictator in Iraq that his only chance  for a choice is limited.    The realist thought can 
therefore be seen in Bush Administration.  For example, evidence of another Bush 
statement confirms the realist view in his statement: 
He’s a threat to Israel. He’s a threat to the United States of America. And we’re just going to 
have to deal with him. And the best way to deal with him is for the world to rise up and say, 
‘You disarm, and we’ll disarm you.’ And if not “if at the very end of the day nothing happens, 
the United States, along with others, will JUSTIFYING THE WAR IN IRAQ”  (Jamieson, 
2007:243-5). 
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9.1. Outcome of the US Justification in Iraq 2003 
Even though the US was sure about Iraqi possession of WMD and used this to justify for 
military action in Iraq, experts have later stated that Iraq never since kept weapons of mass 
destruction.  Christoph Bluth writes that the sanctions on Iraq was based on unsure 
assumptions that Iraq was keeping weapons of mass destruction, but it were never actually 
evidenced or proved when teams of experts investigated specific areas in Iraq (Bluth, 2004: 
871).   Out-dated theories about WMD say that if two or more countries have weapons of 
mass destruction it could create an intern fight concerning national security between the 
two countries that possesses WMD or nuclear power (Raccaus 2009: 259). Recent and 
more modern theories of nuclear power say that nuclear weapons creates peace between 
two symmetric states and conflicts between asymmetric  states as it is given by example of 
the Cold War (Raccaus 2009:258). This policy of deterrence is in embedded in UN/US 
policies on Iraq, for example when UN sanctioned Iraq and seizures Iraqi oilfields to deter 
Iraq from its nuclear power and when UN gave Iraq alternatives to clean its WMD 
capacities. As in this case US and Iraq has not been alliances for a long time and their strong 
relationship from the post-Saddam Hussein period dwelled and began to faint slowly in the 
1990’s.   In US policies it is embedded in the decision to go forward with Operation Iraqi 
Freedom to prevent an armed attack against another state. Policy of deterrence can fit into 
two broad categories being: 
1) Preventing an armed attack against a state’s own territory (known as direct deterrence) or 
2) Preventing an armed attack against another state (known as extended deterrence) (Huth 
1999: 27) 
In the end, we can conclude on the US justification on Iraq that: 
US policy towards peace and security has been more aggressive through the years in world 
wars justifying the use of force on beliefs of right to self-defense. This has been discussed a 
lot in public debates. Kai Ambos writes that the US-led invasion was an “unlawful act of 
aggression “ (Ambos, 2014, p. 201), meanwhile the US-administration is trying justify the 
invasion in UN resolutions. 
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Michael Walzer says” All aggressive acts have one thing in common: they justify forceful 
resistance, and force cannot be used between nations, as it often can between persons, 
without putting life itself at risk.” (Walzer, 2006 p. 51) 
10. CONCLUSION 
From our analysis the objective of the whole UN Security Council has been compromised 
because two out of the permanent five members (P5) that is United Kingdom (UK) and the 
USA defiled the orders of the whole Security Council on the Iraq war. These two out of the 
p5 members in UN are not responsible for maintaining peace and security in the world 
according to the remaining three p5 member.  This has created further discussion between 
members of UN, concerning the responsibility of maintaining peace and security and a 
public debate, where questions are asked about responsibility and actors on current issues 
confronted with the UN. To restore world balance the p5 members are supposed to be 
working together, but due to earlier development by the other two members, each of the 
permanent five members are ensuring their own national interests instead of a common 
interest by all.  The US-invasion of Iraq is not very liberal, because it stands against liberal 
values. Daniel Lieberfield states that it is problematic for the US administration to base the 
war on liberal idea, because they disregarded liberal precepts when they bypassed UN,” 
Interpretations emphasizing liberal ideology are also complicated by the fact that the 
invasion’s goal of regime change is inadmissible in international law. The administration 
disregarded liberal precepts by bypassing the U.N. on the issue (…) Liberal interpretations 
are also problematic insofar as U.S. administrations inevitably cite liberal ideals in their 
public rationales for war: Since America is a liberal democracy, decision makers find it 
expedient to appeal for public support for wars in liberal terms, even if such motives are 
actually of little relevance. It is possible, however, that decision makers were genuinely 
motivated by liberal goals, and whose achievement they believed justified the use of 
illiberal means.” (Lieberfield, 2005, p. 7).   
Further, The 3Ps who uphold against Iraq 2003 invasion believed to be in the concept of 
mutual trust on their agenda in the Security Council to maintain peace and stability.  We 
understand from our analysis and the data gathered that their main focus was to base on 
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mutual trust among them and resolution to resolve issues and problems in the 
international world.  According China in Security Council, they believed that to secure 
problem on Nuclear weapons and nuclear disarmament: 
China believes that to maintain international peace and stability and to achieve general 
security in the world, we must uphold a new security concept based on mutual trust, benefit, 
equality and coordination, with a focus on building a peaceful and stable international 
environment, building inter-State relations based on mutual trust and understanding, 
adhering to multilateralism, consolidating collective security with the United Nations at its 
core, adhering to the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and 
resolving hotspot problems and international disputes through dialogue and negotiations so 
as to eliminate the root cause of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism9 
Based on the analysis, we can conclude France and Russia also, as part of contributing 
members in the council whose role is significant when analyzing Iraq war.  They have also 
helped: 
to consistently endorse an ambitious and effective role for the United Nations based on 
international law and consensus. During the Iraqi crisis in 2003, it therefore opposed the 
unilateral use of force and advocated a central role for the United Nations10 as part of their 
role in the council.   
Based on the information we had on the three major members,  we conclude that the world 
need organs like France, Russia and China to help UN council  preform its duties at actor and 
not an arena, bases on the liberal way of cooperation in dealing with issues in the 
international security.  Although, there may be other disadvantage in the liberal view, these 
three members are indeed the power states the world need to promote peace and security 
In the nutshell,  the UN peacekeeping mission in Iraq has not been a success,  as it has created 
major consequences in Iraq today and shaped the destructive environment in Iraq. We 
conclude that although the UN Security Council is the international body with authority to 
                                                          
9
 http://www.china-un.org/eng/chinaandun/securitycouncil/thematicissues/nuclear/t930409.htm 
10
 http://www.franceonu.org/france-at-the-united-nations/the-united-nations/france-s-role-at-the-
un/article/france-s-role-at-the-un#5 
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ensure peace in the global level. However, following Iraq war, the UN Security Council failed 
to provide framework for Iraq war. We think that the negative consequences of the US-led 
war in Iraq in 2003 overweigh the positive consequences on a short-term basis, and that the 
negative consequences could be avoided if the UN interfering in Iraq was not stopped by USA, 
but instead completed. 
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12. Appendixes  
 
Data on UN CHARTER 
These parts review the UN resolution, how it was formed and power exerted among 
members.  In fact, this part is direct document we researched into to find out how the 
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security.  We researched into the UN charter and would like to review it to explain how the 
council work and their role as a major permanent member.  
 
The Charter of the United Nations was signed on 26 June 1945, in San Francisco, at the 
conclusion of the United Nations Conference on International Organization, and came into 
force on 24 October 1945. The Statute of the International Court of Justice is an integral part 
of the Charter. 
Amendments to Articles 23, 27 and 61 of the Charter were adopted by the General Assembly 
on 17 December 1963 and came into force on 31 August 1965. A further amendment to Article 
61 was adopted by the General Assembly on 20 December 1971, and came into force on 24 
September 1973. An amendment to Article 109, adopted by the General Assembly on 20 
December 1965, came into force on 12 June 1968. 
The amendment to Article 23 enlarges the membership of the Security Council from eleven to 
fifteen. The amended Article 27 provides that decisions of the Security Council on procedural 
matters shall be made by an affirmative vote of nine members (formerly seven) and on all 
other matters by an affirmative vote of nine members (formerly seven), including the 
concurring votes of the five permanent members of the Security Council. 
The amendment to Article 61, which entered into force on 31 August 1965, enlarged the 
membership of the Economic and Social Council from eighteen to twenty-seven. The 
subsequent amendment to that Article, which entered into force on 24 September 1973, 
further increased the membership of the Council from twenty-seven to fifty-four. 
The amendment to Article 109, which relates to the first paragraph of that Article, provides 
that a General Conference of Member States for the purpose of reviewing the Charter may be 
held at a date and place to be fixed by a two-thirds vote of the members of the General 
Assembly and by a vote of any nine members (formerly seven) of the Security Council. 
Paragraph 3 of Article 109, which deals with the consideration of a possible review conference 
during the tenth regular session of the General Assembly, has been retained in its original 
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form in its reference to a "vote, of any seven members of the Security Council", the paragraph 
having been acted upon in 1955 by the General Assembly, at its tenth regular session, and by 
the Security Council.11 
MEMBERSHIP 
Article 3 
The original Members of the United Nations shall be the states which, having participated in 
the United Nations Conference on International Organization at San Francisco, or having 
previously signed the Declaration by United Nations of 1 January 1942, sign the present 
Charter and ratify it in accordance with Article 110. 
Article 4 
Membership in the United Nations is open to all other peace-loving states which accept the 
obligations contained in the present Charter and, in the judgment of the Organization, are 
able and willing to carry out these obligations. 
The admission of any such state to membership in the United Nations will be effected by a 
decision of the General Assembly upon the recommendation of the Security Council 
Article 5 
A Member of the United Nations against which preventive or enforcement action has been 
taken by the Security Council may be suspended from the exercise of the rights and privileges 
of membership by the General Assembly upon the recommendation of the Security Council. 
The exercise of these rights and privileges may be restored by the Security Council. 
Article 6 
A Member of the United Nations which has persistently violated the Principles contained in 
the present Charter may be expelled from the Organization by the General Assembly upon the 
recommendation of the Security Council. 
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FUNCTIONS and POWERS 
Article 10 
The General Assembly may discuss any questions or any matters within the scope of the 
present Charter or relating to the powers and functions of any organs provided for in the 
present Charter, and, except as provided in Article 12, may make recommendations to the 
Members of the United Nations or to the Security Council or to both on any such questions or 
matters. 
Article 11 
The General Assembly may consider the general principles of co-operation in the maintenance 
of international peace and security, including the principles governing disarmament and the 
regulation of armaments, and may make recommendations with regard to such principles to 
the Members or to the Security Council or to both. 
The General Assembly may discuss any questions relating to the maintenance of international 
peace and security brought before it by any Member of the United Nations, or by the Security 
Council, or by a state which is not a Member of the United Nations in accordance with Article 
35, paragraph 2, and, except as provided in Article 12, may make recommendations with 
regard to any such questions to the state or states concerned or to the Security Council or to 
both. Any such question on which action is necessary shall be referred to the Security Council 
by the General Assembly either before or after discussion12. 
 
 
 
Article 12 
1. While the Security Council is exercising in respect of any dispute or situation the functions 
assigned to it in the present Charter, the General Assembly shall not make any 
                                                          
12
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recommendation with regard to that dispute or situation unless the Security Council so 
requests. 
2. The Secretary-General, with the consent of the Security Council, shall notify the General 
Assembly at each session of any matters relative to the maintenance of international 
peace and security which are being dealt with by the Security Council and shall similarly 
notify the General Assembly, or the Members of the United Nations if the General Assembly 
is not in session, immediately the Security Council ceases to deal with such matters. 
Article 13 
The General Assembly shall initiate studies and make recommendations for the purpose of: a. 
promoting international co-operation in the political field and encouraging the progressive 
development of international law and its codification; b. promoting international co-
operation in the economic, social, cultural, educational, and health fields, and assisting in the 
realization of human rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, 
sex, language, or religion. 
The further responsibilities, functions and powers of the General Assembly with respect to 
matters mentioned in paragraph 1 (b) above are set forth in Chapters IX and X. 
Article 14 
Subject to the provisions of Article 12, the General Assembly may recommend measures for the 
peaceful adjustment of any situation, regardless of origin, which it deems likely to impair the 
general welfare or friendly relations among nations, including situations resulting from a 
violation of the provisions of the present Charter setting forth the Purposes and Principles of 
the United Nations13 
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DATA ON UN RESOLUTION ON IRAQ 
This part review data on the UN resolution in Iraq after the 2003.  After Iraq war 2002 to 
2003, the UN adopted a new resolution for Iraq to comply for a peaceful international 
relation among nation state.  These resolutions are in the formal way of expressions of new 
the UN organs opinion.. 
 
Resolution 1637 (2005) 
Adopted by the Security Council at its 5300th meeting, on 8 November 2005 The Security 
Council, Welcoming the beginning of a new phase in Iraq’s transition and looking forward to 
the completion of the political transition process as well as to the day Iraqi forces assume full 
responsibility for the maintenance of security and stability in their country, thus allowing the 
completion of the multinational force mandate, Recalling all of its previous relevant 
resolutions on Iraq, Reaffirming the independence, sovereignty, unity, and territorial integrity 
of Iraq, Reaffirming also the right of the Iraqi people freely to determine their own political 
future and control their own natural resources, Welcoming the commitment of the 
Transitional Government of Iraq to work towards a federal, democratic, pluralistic, and 
unified Iraq, in which there is full respect for political and human rights, Calling upon the 
international community, particularly countries in the region and Iraq’s neighbours, to 
support the Iraqi people in their pursuit of peace, stability, security, democracy, and 
prosperity, and noting the contribution that the successful implementation of this resolution 
will bring to regional stability, Welcoming the assumption of full governmental authority by 
the Interim Government of Iraq on 28 June 2004, the direct democratic elections of the 
Transitional National Assembly on 30 January 2005, the drafting of a new constitution for 
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Iraq and the recent approval of the draft constitution by the people of Iraq on 15 October 
2005, Noting that the Government of Iraq established as a result of the election14 
scheduled to take place by 15 December 2005 will play a critical role in continuing to promote 
national dialogue and reconciliation and in shaping the democratic future of Iraq and 
reaffirming the willingness of the international community to work closely with the 
Government of Iraq with respect to efforts to assist the Iraqi people Calling upon those who 
use violence in an attempt to subvert the political process to lay down their arms and 
participate in the political process, including in the election scheduled for 15 December, and 
encouraging the Government of Iraq to engage with all those who renounce violence and to 
promote a political atmosphere conducive to national reconciliation and political competition 
through peaceful democratic means, Reaffirming that acts of terrorism must not be allowed 
to disrupt Iraq’s political and economic transition, and further reaffirming the obligations of 
Member States under resolution 1618 (2005) of 4 August 2005 and other relevant resolutions 
and international obligations with respect, inter alia, to terrorist activities in and from Iraq or 
against its citizens, Recognizing the request conveyed in the letter of 27 October 2005 from 
the Prime Minister of Iraq to the President of the Council, which is annexed to this resolution, 
to retain the presence of the multinational force in Iraq, and further recognizing the 
importance of consent of the sovereign Government of Iraq for the presence of the 
multinational force and of close coordination between the multinational force and that 
government, Welcoming the willingness of the multinational force to continue efforts to 
contribute to the maintenance of security and stability in Iraq, including participating in the 
provision of humanitarian and reconstruction assistance, as described in the letter of 29 
October 2005 from the United States Secretary of State to the President of the Council, which 
is annexed to this resolution, Recognizing the tasks and arrangements set out in the letters 
annexed to resolution 1546 (2004) of 8 June 2004 and the cooperative implementation by the 
Government of Iraq and the multinational force of those arrangements, Affirming the 
importance for all forces promoting the maintenance of security and stability in Iraq to act in 
accordance with international law, including obligations under international humanitarian 
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law, and to cooperate with relevant international organizations, and welcoming their 
commitments in this regard, Recalling the establishment of the United Nations Assistance 
Mission for Iraq (UNAMI) on 14 August 2003, underlining the particular importance of 
UNAMI assistance for the upcoming election by 15 December 2005 of a government pursuant 
to a newly adopted Constitution, and affirming that the United Nations should continue to 
15play a leading role in assisting the Iraqi people and government with further political and 
economic development, including advising and supporting the Government of Iraq, as well as 
the Independent Electoral Commission of Iraq, contributing to coordination and delivery of 
reconstruction, development and humanitarian assistance, and promoting the protection of 
human rights, national reconciliation, as well as judicial and legal reform in order to 
strengthen the rule of law in Iraq, 
Recognizing that international support for security and stability is essential to the well-being 
of the people of Iraq as well as the ability of all concerned, including the United Nations, to 
carry out their work on behalf of the people of Iraq, and expressing appreciation for Member 
State contributions in this regard under resolution 1483 (2003) of 22 May 2003, resolution 
1511 (2003) of 16 October 2003 and resolution 1546 (2004), Recognizing that the 
Government of Iraq will continue to have the primary role in coordinating international 
assistance to Iraq and reaffirming the importance of international assistance and 
development of the Iraqi economy and the importance of coordinated donor assistance16 
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